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ENDANGERED SPECI ES ACT COORDI NATI ON ANNUAL REPORT

LSRCP Contract #14-48-0001-93500, Md. 93-01
Cct ober 11, 1992 - Septenber 30, 1993

I NTRODUCT! ON

_ The purpose of the Lower Snake R ver Conpensation Plan (LSRCP)
Is to conpensate for anadronous fish | osses caused by construction
and operation of the four |lower Snake R ver hydroelectric dans:
| ce Harbor, Lower Monunental, Little Goose, and Lower Ganite.
These dans were built between 1962 and 1975. In 1976, the U S
Fish and Wldlife Service (fUSFV\S ) was authorized to admnister the
operation and mai ntenance funding for the LSRCP hatcherly pr ogr am
the primary conpensation tool (Cannanela and Kruse-Mal e 1993).

Snake River Sockeye were listed as endangered in Decenber,
1991 and spring/sumer "and fall chinook were |isted as threatened
in May, 1992 pursuant to the federal Endangered Species Act (ESA).
The listings required that LSRCP-funded hatchery prograns and
eval uation studies not jeopardi ze the existence or recovery of
nat ural popul ati ons of Snake River salnon. The purpose of ESA
coordination was to evaluate and coordinate all actions of |daho's
LSRCP prograns to ensure that their effects on |isted sal mon were
neutral, mnimal (i.e. would not jeopardize), or enhanced the
conti nued existence of |isted salnon. The ESA coordinator was
responsi bl e for neeting the obligations and Iegi_aéll requi renents of
the ESA for ldaho Fish and Gane's QIDFG) LSRCP Hat cher erations
and Mai ntenance Program (0&\), Hatchery Evaluation Study (HES),
Harvest Mnitoring Project (HW), and Coded Wre Tag Laboratory
Program Additionally, actions of all Idaho prograns, including
those outside the authority of LSRCP, were to be integrated with
LSRCP actions to ensure overall adverse effects on |isted species
wer e avoi ded, and obligations of the ESA were net.

OBJECTI VES
1. Assess LSRCP hatchery and eval uation actions to determ ne
potential effects on |isted species.
2. Represent 1DFG during fornmal consultation between NWS and the
USFWS.

3. Anal yze, update, nodi

di f and submt new Section 10 scientific
and ‘enhancenent dire

Y,

ct take permts as needed.

4. Goordinate and integrate ldaho's anadromous fish management
and research with the Section 7 LSRCP biol ogi cal assessnent
and subsequent biological opinion and the Section 10
scientific/enhancenent permts.
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5. Conpl ete other duties as assigned so that LSRCP and |DFG
prograns and professional efficiency are enhanced.

METHODS

| relied on previous biological assessnents devel oped t()jy t he
USFW5, ublished Iliterature, unpublished |IDFG data, and the
j udgenent of agency biologists to devel op biological assessnents
for the LSRCP _Section 7 consultation and for Section 10 permt
applications. The staffs of HES and hatchery &M prograns provided
substantial technical assistance and infornation for Section 7 and

Section 10 docunents. | incorporated pertinent findings from
Federal Register notices and National Marine Fisheries Service
(NVFS) nenoranda into assessnents and permt applications. | also

devel oped contacts with NWS personnel in the Regional offices in
Portland and Seattle, the Ofice of Protected Resources in
Maryl and, and the Coastal Zone and Estuarine Studies Dvision in
Seattle, to facilitate ny coordination duties.

RESULTS
~ Major actions are described by objective. Specific nonthly
activities were previously docunented in nonthly reports submtted

to LSRCP staff.
hj ective 1

From Cctober, 1992 through April, 1993, tasks 1.1 through 1.9
were all conpleted (Appendix A). During Cctober through January,
1993, seven biol ogi cal assessnents for LSRCP program in the Sal non
and O earwater basins were conpleted for Section 7 consultation.
Duri ng devel opnent of assessnents, | coordinated with IDFG staff to
devel op actions to reduce adverse inpacts on |isted species. These
I ncl uded reduction of steelhead snolt releases in the Sal non R ver
primary chinook production areas, and acclimation of steelhead
snmolts at Sawooth Fish Hatchery prior to rel ease.

Draft assessnments were submtted to LSRCP staff bg Decenber
29, 1992 and final assessments were submtted January 28, 1993. |
al so assisted LSRCP staff with assessment of cunulati've effects of
the LSRCP program Consultation between NVFS and the USFW5 began

in early February 1993 and continued through mad-April. Durin
this tine period, | submtted additional information an
clarification for the consultation ackage. Consul tati on
culmnated on April 2 wth an Incidental Take Statenent that

aut hori zed the release of all Idaho LSRCP-produced hatchery chi nook
sal non and steel head, as proposed by | DFG and t he USFWS.



In Septenber, 1993, | began review of the 1993 bi ol ogi ca
assessnments to prepare for the 1994-98 Section 7 consultation.
This activity continued into the next contract period.

(bj ective 2

Al three tasks were conpleted from February through April,
1993. During consultation, | acted as |iaison between the USFWS
and IDFG | represented IDFG in policy and technical matters
regarding the L RCPCFrogran1|n a formal consultation meeting wth
NVFS, the USFW5, and the LSRCP cooperators. | presented progress
of the consultation to |IDFG and various policy-makers and the

ublic, particularly as concern increased about the |ateness of

IMFS authorization for salnon and steel head rel eases. Speci al
ternms and conditions and conservation recomendations were
comuni cated to IDFG policy and technical personnel to ensure our
actions were consistent with authorization received by the USFW\S
for the LSRCP program

(bj ective 3

Both of the tasks associated with objective 3 were conpleted
February through Jul 1993. | developed and submtted three
Section 10 direct take permts for broodstock collection and
artificial propagation at MCall Fish Hatchery and South Fork
Salnon Rver Satellite Facility, Sawtooth Fish Hatchery, and East
Fork Satellite Facility. Applications were submtted March 30
through April 14; copies were provided to LSRCP staff. The
appl i cations required considerable technical devel opnent and
di scussion with HES, hatchery &V and other |DFG staff. During

the period May through md-July, | responded to considerable
comments from NVFS reviewers and provi ded additional information as
requested by NMFS. | acted as |iaison between NMFS and | DFG

regardi ng pre-permt discussion of conservation requirenents.

V¢ received Section 10 permts from NS for LSRCP hatcheries
on July 14, 1993. Authorization was considerably different than
our proposals, resulting in changes to our nanagenment prograns. A
consi der abl e nunber of unmarked hatchery chinook coul d not be
utilized for broodstock in 1993 because of NWS restrictions on
uses of unmarked chinook. Marking of all hatchery chinook
begi nni ng wi th broodyear 1991 production, should aneliorate this
restriction in the future.

| submtted nonthly broodstock and run reports from July
through Septenber for Sawtooth and MCall Fish Hatcheries and the
East Fork and South Fork Salnon R ver satellite facilities. NWS
requested these reports to gain status information about the
chinook runs, mark proportions, and egg take.



hj ective 4

Throughout the contract period, all tasks were addressed.
LSRCP- funded actions such as chinook broodstock collection and
steelhead releases were integrated into our ESA nanagenent
strategy. | participated in our 1994-95 fish regulation review to
ensure consi stency between ESA, |DFG prograns, and LSRCP-funded
E«reograms. | assisted with the |DFG resgaonse to the draft Sockeye

commendations from the Snake R ver | ron Recovery Team and’ |
represented |IDFG at recovery neetings in Mwy. | presented ESA
information at the |IDFG research and anadronous neetings, and
bri efed new anadronous regional biologists during |DFG redd count
t rai ni ng.

~ Several information and education efforts were conpleted
during the contract period. | assisted with review of a threatened
and endangered speci es panphl et, devel oped press nmaterial for the
August 1993 rel ease of sockeye into Redfish Lake, devel oped a fact
sheet about ESA actions in the Stanley Basin, and wote various
press releases related to LSRCP hatchery fish rel eases and Section
10 permts. | wote an article for Idaho WIldlife about the
aut hori zation process of the ESA (Kiefer 1993) and | spoke with
groups at the Mrrison-Knudson Nature Center and at Centennial H gh
School. Since the listings, there has been a substantial increase
in requests for salnon information from publics representi ngf gr ade
schoolers to book publishers; | responded weekly to calls for
sal non i nformation.

(hj ective 5

| did not attend the LSRCP Evaluation study coordi nators
neeting during the contract period (Task 5.3) and did not
participate in conputer training (Task 5.4) but all other tasks
were addressed. | assisted several projects with field activities
that had been authorized by Section 10 permts. | observed adult
chinook collection at Sawtooth and South Fork of the Sal non R ver
weirs to help ne wth devel opnent of future permt applications for

weir operation. | also attended the national Anmerican Fisheries
Society neeting in Portland, which had a considerable Col unbia
R ver salnon agenda. | used this opportunity to neet with NWS

personnel fromthe Maryl and office.

| assisted with interpretation of the two pertinent Federal
Regi ster notices issued during the contract period for |DFG staff
and Departnent response: Proposed rule for Designated Oitical
Habitat; Snake R ver Sockeye Salnon, Snake R ver Spring/sumrer
Chi nook’ Sal non, and Snake R ver Fall ©Chinook Sal mon, published
Decenber, 1992; and the InterimPolicy on Artificial Propagation of
Paci fic Salnon Under the Endangered Species Act published April,
1993. | drafted the IDFG response for the latter. There were two
other findings by NWS that affected |IDFG fish nanagenent. |
worked with I'DFG staff on regul ati on changes to accommodat e t he
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NWS finding that residual sockeye were included in the Ilisted
Snake River sockeye ESU in March, 1993. After a Septenber, 1993
nmeeting with NWS that identified that broodyear 1992 hatcher
chinook at many LSRCP hatcheries were listed, | "assisted |DFG staf
with interpretation of this ruling and nanagenent revisions to
i ncorporate it.

Rel ated Activities

~ There were several activities conpleted during the contract
Eenod that were affiliated with (bjectives 1 and 3. Because the
SRCP program is an integral conponent of |daho's anadromous fish
nmanagemnent gro ram it is crucial to ensure consistency between
ESA " the L Section 7 consultation and related Séction 10
ermts, and all other ldaho fish nanagenent actions affecting
isted salnon. To acconplish integration and coordination,
(oj ective 3 was conpleted for the folTowing permt applications:
1) Salnon research application, submtted Decenber, 1992; 2) State
authorized sport fishing season and regulations application,
submtted February, 1993; |daho Power GConpany anadronous mtigation
g{ogram application, submtted February, ~1993; Resident Fish
ocking application, submtted March,” 1993; Sockeye Captive
Broodstock nodification application, submtted April, 1993.
(oj ective 1 was conpleted for three IDFGaffiliated consul tati ons
that were not conpleted during the contract period: Steel head
suppl emra]nt ation; WIderness steelhead studies; and Sockeye predator
r esear ch.
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ENDANGERED SPECI ES ACT COORDI NATI ON ANNUAL REPORT

LSRCP Contract #14-48-0001-93500, Mod. 93-01
Cct ober 11, 1992 - Septenber 30, 1993

I NTRODUCT! ON

_ The purpose of the Lower Snake R ver Conpensation Pl an (LSRCP)
Is to conpensate for anadronous fish | osses caused by construction
and operation of the four |ower Snake River hydroel ectric dans:
| ce Harbor, Lower Monunental, Little Goose, and Lower Ganite.
These dans were built between 1962 and 1975. In 1976, the U. S
Fish and Wldlife Service slUSF\_/\S) was authorized to admnister the
operation and mai ntenance funding for the LSRCP hatchery program
the primary conpensation tool (Cannanela and Kruse-Mal e 1993).

Snake River Sockeye were |isted as endangered in Decenber,
1991 and spring/sunmer "and fall chinook were listed as threatened
in May, 1992 pursuant to the federal Endangered Species Act (ESA).
The listings required that LSRCP-funded hatchery prograns and
eval uation studies not jeopardize the existence or recovery of
nat ural popul ati ons of Snake River salnon. The purpose of ESA
coordination was to evaluate and coordinate all actions of |daho's
LSRCP prograns to ensure that their effects on listed sal non were
neutral, mnimal (i.e. would not jeopardize), or enhanced the
continued existence of |isted salmon. The ESA coordinator was
responsi ble for meeting the obligations and Iegi_aktal requirenents of
the ESA for ldaho Fish and Gane's &ID:G) LSRCP Hat cher erations
and Mai ntenance Program (O&\), Hatchery Eval uation Study (HES),
Harvest Mnitoring Project (HW), and Coded Wre Tag Laboratory
Program Additionally, actions of all I|daho prograns, includin
those outside the authority of LSRCP, were to be integrated wt
LSRCP actions to ensure overall adverse effects on |listed species
wer e avoi ded, and obligations of the ESA were net.

OBJECTI VES
1. Assess LSRCP hatchery and evaluation actions to determ ne
potential effects on |isted species.
2. Represent | DFG during formal consultation between NWS and the
USFW&.

3. Anal yze, update, nodi

di fy, and submt new Section 10 scientific
and ‘enhancenent direc

t take permits as needed.

4. Goordinate and integrate |daho's anadronous fish managenment
and research with the Section 7 LSRCP biol ogi cal assessnent
and subsequent biological opinion and the Section 10
scientific/enhancenent permts.
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5. Conpl ete other duties as assigned so that LSRCP and | DFG
prograns and professional efficiency are enhanced.

METHCDS

| relied on previous biological assessments devel oped by the
USFW5, published literature, unpublished |IDFG data, and the
%udgenent of agency biologists to devel op biological assessnents
or the LSRCP Section 7 consultation and for Section 10 permt
applications. The staffs of HES and hatchery Q&M prograns provi ded
substanti al technical assistance and information for Section 7 and
Section 10 docunents. | incorporated pertinent findings from
Federal Register notices and National Marine Fisheries Service
(NVFS) nenoranda into assessnents and permt aggl!catlons.ll al so
devel oped contacts with NWS personnel in the Regional offices in
Portland and Seattle, the Ofice of Protected Resources in
Maryl and, and the Coastal Zone and Estuarine Studies Dvision in

Seattle, to facilitate nmy coordination duties.

RESULTS

~ Major actions are described by objective. Specific nonthly
activities were previously docunented in nonthly reports submtted
to LSRCP staff.

bj ective 1

From Qct ober, 1992 through April, 1993, tasks 1.1 through 1.9
were all conpleted (Appendix A). During Cctober through January,
1993, seven biol ogi cal assessnents for LSRCP programin the Sal non
and O earwater basins were conpleted for Section 7 consultation.
During devel opnent of assessnents, | coordinated wth IDFG staff to
devel op actions to reduce adverse inpacts on |isted species. These
i ncl uded reduction of steel head snolt releases in the Sal non R ver
primary chi nook production areas, and acclimation of steel head
snolts at Sawtooth Fish Hatchery prior to rel ease.

Draft assessnents were submtted to LSRCP staff by Decenber
29, 1992 and final assessnments were submtted January 28, 1993. |
al so assisted LSRCP staff with assessment of cunulative effects of
the LSRCP program GConsultation between NVFS and the USFWS began
in early February 1993 and continued through md-April. Durin
this time period, | submtted additional information an
clarification for the consultation package. Consultation
culmnated on April 2 with an Incidental Take Statenent that
aut hori zed the rel ease of all |daho LSRCPbEroduced hatchew&;chlnook
sal non and steel head, as proposed by | DFG and t he USFWS.



In Septenber, 1993, | began review of the 1993 bio
assessnents to prepare for the 1994-98 Section 7 consul
This activity continued into the next contract period.

| ogi cal
tati on.

(bj ective 2

Al three tasks were conpleted from February through ril,
1993. During consultation, | acted as |iaison béetween the USFW5
and IDFG | represented IDFG in policy and technical matters
regarding the L RCPcProgran1|n a fornmal consultation neeting wth
NVFS, the USFW5, and the LSRCP cooperators. | presented progress
of the consultation to IDFG and various policy-makers and the
public, particularly as concern increased about” the |ateness of
NMFS aut hori zation for salnon and steel head rel eases. Speci al
terms and conditions and conservation recomendations were
comuni cated to IDFG policy and technical personnel to ensure our
actions were consistent with authorization received by the USFWS
for the LSRCP program

(bj ective 3

Both of the tasks associated with objective 3 were conpleted
February through July 1993. | developed and submtted three
Section 10 direct take permts for broodstock collection and
artificial propa?atlon at McCall Fish Hatchery and South Fork
Salmon River Satellite Facility, Sawtooth Fish Hatchery, and East
Fork Satellite Facility. Applications were submtted March 30
through April 14; copies were provided to LSRCP staff. The
applications required considerable technical developnent and
di scussion with HES, hatchery &M and other |DFG staff. During
the period May through md-July, | responded to considerable
commrents from NS reviewers and provided additional information as
requested by NMFS. | acted as |iaison between NVFS and |DFG
regardi ng pre-permt discussion of conservation requirenents.

V¢ received Section 10 permts from NWS for LSRCP hatcheries
on July 14, 1993. Authorization was considerably different than
our proposals, resulting in changes to our nanagenent prograns. A
consi der abl e nunber of unmarked hatchery chinook coul d not be
utilized for broodstock in 1993 because of NMFS restrictions on
uses of unmarked chinook. Marking of all hatchery chinook
begi nning with broodyear 1991 production, should aneliorate this
restriction in the tuture.

| submtted nonthly broodstock and run reports from July
through Septenber for Sawtooth and McCall Fish Hatcheries and the
East Fork and South Fork Salnon R ver satellite facilities. NWS
requested these reports to gain status information about the
chinook runs, mark proportions, and egg take.



(oj ective 4

Throughout the contract period, all tasks were addressed.
LSRCP-funded actions such as chinook broodstock collection and
steelhead releases were integrated into our ESA nanagenent
strategy. | participated in our 1994-95 fish regulation review to
ensure consistency between ESA, | DFG prograns, and LSRCP-funded
E{reograns. | assisted wth the IDFG resgiaonse to the draft Sockeye

comrendations from the Snake River | ron Recovery Team and |
represented |IDFG at recovery neetings in My. | presented ESA
information at the |IDFG research and anadronobus neetings, and
briefed new anadronous regional biologists during |DFG redd count
t rai ni ng.

~ Several information and education efforts were conpleted
during the contract period. | assisted with review of a threatened
and endangered speci es panphl et, devel oped press material for the
August 1993 rel ease of sockeye into Redfish Lake, devel oped a fact
sheet about ESA actions in the Stanley Basin, and wote various
press releases related to LSRCP hatchery fish rel eases and Section
10 permts. | wote an article for "Idaho WIldlife about the
aut hori zation process of the ESA (Kiefer 1993) and | spoke with
%‘r:oups at the Mrrison-Knudson Nature Center and at Centennial H gh
School . Since the listings, there has been a substantial increase
In requests for salnon information from publics representi nq gr ade
schoolers to book publishers; | responded weekly to calls for
sal mon i nf ormati on.

hj ective 5

| did not attend the LSRCP Evaluation study coordinators
neeting during the contract period (Task 5.3) and did not
participate in conputer training (Task 5.4) but all other tasks
were addressed. | assisted several projects with field activities
that had been authorized by Section 10 permts. | observed adult
chinook collection at Sawtooth and South Fork of the Sal mon R ver
weirs to help me with devel opment of future permt applications for

weir operation. | also attended the national American Fisheries
Society neeting in Portland, which had a considerable Col unbia
R ver salnon agenda. | wused this opportunity to neet with NWS

personnel fromthe Maryl and offi ce.

| assisted with interpretation of the two pertinent Federal
Regi ster notices issued during the contract period for |DFEG staff
and Departnment response: Proposed rule for Designated Oitical
Habitat; Snake River Sockeye Sal non, Snake R ver Spring/summer
Chi nook Sal non, and Snake R ver Fall Chinook Sal non, published
Decenber, 1992; and the InterimPolicy on Artificial Propagation of
Paci fic Salnon Under the Endangered Species Act published April,
1993. | drafted the IDFG response for the latter. There were two
other findings by NWS that affected IDFG fish nmanagenent. |
worked with I'DFG staff on regul ati on changes to accommodat e t he
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NWS finding that residual sockeye were included in the listed
Snake R ver “sockeye ESU in March, 1993. After a Septenber, 1993
neeting with NWMFS that identified that broodyear 1992 hatchery
chinook at many LSRCP hatcheries were listed, | "assisted | DFG staf
W th |ntet\rpr_ettat|on of this ruling and nanagenent revisions to
I ncorporate it.

Rel ated Activities

. There were several activities conpleted during the contract
eriod that were affiliated wth (ojectives 1 and 3. Because the
programis an integral conponent of I|daho's anadronous fish
nanagenen grolg_ram t I's crucial to ensure consistency between
ESA “the L Section 7 consultation and related Séction 10
ermts, and all _other Ildaho fish managenent actions affecting
Isted, salnon. To acconplish integration and coordi nation,
(bjective 3 was conpleted for the folTowng permt aggllcatlons:
1)" Sal non research application, submtted Decenber, 1992; 2) Sate
authorized sport fishing season and regulations application,
submtted February, 1993; 1daho Power Conpany anadronous mtigation
ogram application, submtted February, 93; Resident ™ Fi sh
te

r 19
gt ocking application, submtted March, 199:t3 Sockeye Ca%b\ée
I | on:

r
|
|
I,

Broodstock ~ nodification application, —submtted April,
(bjective 1 was conpleted for three IDFG affiliated consultations
that were not caonpleted during the contract period: Steel head
suppl enentation; W/l derness steel'head studies; and Sockeye predator

r esear ch.
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STATEMENT OF WWORK

I. Objectives

A Cener al

The recent listing of Snake River sockeye as endangered and fall and

spring/ sunmer chi nook as threatened under the Endangered Species Act (ESA)
requires that LSRCP-funded hatchery and eval uati on studi es prograns not

j eopardi ze the existence or recovery natural popul ations. Therefore, al
future actions of these prograns nust be evaluated to ensure that their
effects on listed species are neutral, mninmal, or enhance their continuing
exi stence. The LSRCP prograns have the potential not only to provide
scientific information that could be useful in recovering the listed species
but also to increase naturally reproducing popul ations through artificial
reproduction. For exanple, the Idaho Supplermentation Study (1SS), a BPA-
funded research study, is designed to test whether LSRCP hatcheries can be
used to successfully supplement naturally reproduci ng popul ati ons. The ESA
coordi nation effort described in this SONw Il work in concert with IDFG s
LSRCP Hat chery Operations and Mai ntenance Program (QO&M, Hatchery Eval uation
Study (HES), the Harvest Mnitoring Project (HW), and the Coded Wre Tag
Laboratory Programto meet the obligations and | egal requirenents of the ESA
Additionally, actions of all Idaho sal mon prograns, including those outside
the authority of LSRCP, will need to be consistently integrated to ensure
adverse effects o n |isted species are avoi ded.

B. Specific

1. Assess LSRCP hatchery and eval uati on actions to determ ne potenti al
effects on |isted species.

2. Represent IDFG during formal consultation between NMFS and the FW5

3. Analyze, update, nodify, and subnit new Section 10 scientific and
enhancenent direct take permits as needed.

4. Coordinate and integrate |Idaho' s anadronous fish managenent and
research with the Section 7 LSRCP biol ogi cal assessnent and subsequent
bi ol ogi cal opinion and the Section 10 scientific/enhancenent pernits.

5. Conplete other duties as assigned so that LSRCP and | DFG prograns
and professional efficiency are enhanced.

Il. Tasks

The State of |daho, Departnment of Fish and Gane shall furnish all supervision
| abor, services, materials, tools and equi pnent necessary to devel op ESA
permts and ensure that actions inplenmented by the Departnent of Fish and Gane
are consistent and permitted pursuant to Section 7 biological consultation and
Section 10 research and enhancenent pernits. These tasks will be conducted to
fulfill the objectives cited above as foll ows:



A. bjective 1: Assess LSRCP hatchery and eval uation actions to
determ ne potential effects on |Iisted species.

Appr oach:

The ESA coordi nator, working with Idaho's O&M HES, HWP, and ot her
Departnment and U.S. Fish and Wldlife Service (FW5) biol ogists and nmanagers,
wi || consolidate hatchery and eval uation study program data and use it and
relevant literature to analyze and assess the effects of various LSRCP-funded
hat chery operations and eval uations onlisted sal non species. As the Section
7 biological assessment material is devel oped, alternatives may have to be
devel oped to linmt the effects of hatchery operations and eval uati ons on the
listed species.

Task 1.1 btain quantitative data necessary to eval uate LSRCP-funded
prograns.

Task |. Coordi nate and assi st | DFG and FW5- LSRCP research staff with
quantitative anal yses for the biol ogi cal assessnent.

Task 1.3 Assess effects of all proposed actions and estimate indirect take
of listed species using Task 1.2 results and relevant literature.

Task 1.4 Where necessary, help devel op and assess alternatives which will
reduce the adverse inpacts on |isted species.

Task 1. ° Draft program descriptions, analyses of effects, assessnent of
effects follow ng the outline biological assessnment outline
provided by the LSRCP of fice.

Task 1.6 Coordi nate techni cal and policy review of Section 7 materials by
| DFG staff.

Task 1.; Participate with the LSRCP ESA work group for technical analysis
and bi ol ogi cal assessnent devel opnent.

Task 1. E Assi st LSRCP staff with assessnent of cunul ative effects.

Task 1.9 Assi st LSRCP staff with subm ssion of the final Section 7
bi ol ogi cal assessnent.

B. njective 2: Represent |DFG during formal consultation between NMFS
and the FWS.

Appr oach:

| DFG as a LSRCP cooperator, nust be involved in the FW/ NVFS
consul tations for the LSRCP Program under the ESA. During the consultation
peri od, which will begin in Novenber, the LSRCP Ofice will involve all
cooperators in ongoi ng discussions with NVFS regarding their prograns.



Task 2.1 Act as the |liaison between the FWs and | DFG during the form

consultation period to fulfill the cooperator's role in the
process.

Task 2.2 Provi de additional docunentation, as requested, for the LSRCP
Section 7 formal consultation between NMFS and the FWS- LSRCP
of fice.

Task 2.3 Represent IDFG during formal consultation neetings.

C. (Objective 3: Analyze, update, nodify, and submt new Section 10
scientific and enhancenent direct take pernits as needed.

The ESA coordinator, working with Idaho's O&M HES, HWP, and ot her
Department and FWS bi ol ogi sts and nanagers, will consolidate hatchery and
eval uati on study programdata and use it and relevant literature to update and
modi fy, as per NWFS requests, Section 10 applications for various LSRCP-funded
hat chery operations and eval uati ons which involve direct taking of listed
sal non speci es. The ESA coordinator will help the FWs LSRCP office ensure
that the Section 7 biological assessnent and Section 10 permt applications are
coordi nated with one anot her.

Task 3.1 Devel op, in cooperation with the LSRCP office, additiona
justification and rational for directed take of listed species to
denonstrate the benefit to the species and provide it to the NWVFS
permitting and the LSRCP offi ces.

Task 3.2 Respond to NVFS requests for any additional information or new
permits in the sane nanner as prescribed in Task 3.1.

D. (Objective 4: Coordinate and integrate |daho' s anadronmous fish
managenent and research with the Section 7 LSRCP biol ogi cal assessnment and
subsequent bi ol ogi cal opinion and the Section 10 scientific/enhancenent
permts.

Task 4.1 Det erm ne and recommend changes in |Idaho fish managenent pl ans
resulting from LSRCP program bi ol ogi cal consultations between NMFS
and FW&.

Task 4.2 Provi de paraneters of Section 10 research and enhancenent pernits
to | DFG personnel who will inplenment the actions to ensure that

all LSRCP-funded actions are permtted and consistent with permt
requirenents

Task 4.5 Integrate appropriate LSRCP-funded actions described in biologica
assessnents and biological opinions into an IDFG s sal non recovery
strat egy.



Task 4.6 Represent IDFG s LSRCP activities to the | DFG Col unbia River
Coordi nator, and the CGovernor's/Attorney Ceneral's offices, as
request ed.

Task 4.7 Assist IDFG s Bureau of | and E staff with devel opnent of public
l[iterature relevant to ESA and the LSRCP chi nook sal nbn programin
| daho.

Task 4.8 Devel op | DFG responses to the draft NWMFS chi nook recovery plan.

Task 4.10 Represent |DFG on LSRCP program chi nook sal non i ssues with public,
| egi sl ature, and organi zed groups.

Task 4.11 Provide staff support to the | DFG anadronmous program

Task 4.12 Represent |DFG regarding LSRCP activities to the Sal nron Recovery
Team as requested.

E. Objective 5: Conplete other duties as assigned so that LSRCP and

| DFG prograns and professional efficiency are enhanced.

Task 5.1 Mai nt ai n updat ed knowl edge of |atest ESA rules and regul ations,

i ncl udi ng NMFS policies and guidelines for inplenmenting ESA.

Task 5.2 Attend | DFG anadronous and research section neetings, as
r equest ed.

Task 5.3 Attend LSRCP Eval uati on study coordi nators neeting, as requested.

Task 5.4 Attend ot her enpl oyee training sessions approved or assigned, with
enphasi s on inprovenent of conputer skills.

Task 5.5 Spend one day assisting with chinook sal mon redd counts.

Task 5.6 Spend two days assisting with an anadronous fish research project
and/ or hatchery operations.

Task 5.7 Spend up to 4 days on IDFG trai ning and assi stance activities.

[11 Schedul e

Task Peri od Activity

1.1 Oct 11 - Nov 15 Dat a col | ection

1.2 Cct 11 - Nov 15 Dat a anal yses

1.3 Cct 11 - Dec 15 Dat a assessnent

1.4/1.5 Nov 15 - Dec 15 Reassessnent s/ drafting
1.6/1.7 Dec 15 - Jan 15 Coordi nate revi ew

1.8 Nov 15 - Jan 15 Cumul ati ve anal ysi s/revi ew
1.9 Dec 15 - Jan 31 Devel op final assessment



2.1/2.3
3.1/3.2

4.1/4.12
5.1/5. 4
5.5/5.6
5.7

idlav93l.aav

Jan 31 - Mar 15
Cct 11 - Jan 31

Ongoi ng
Ongoi ng
Aug/ Sep
Intermttent

Consul tation ) )
Section 10 permt applications

Coordi nation within | DFG
Meeting, training

Redd counts

M scel | aneous
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